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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is in response to amendments received 4/28/2005. Claims 27, 28, 
and 38-56 are pending in the application, with claims 1-27 and 29-37 cancelled, claims 
27 and 28 amended, and claims 38-56 newly added. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statements (IDS) with mailroom dates 4/14/2005 and 
4/28/2005 were filed in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97-1 .98. 
Accordingly, the examiner has considered the information disclosure statements. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 27 (two instances), 28, and 45 recite the limitation "the network." There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims. For the purposes of this 
examination, the examiner will interpret "the network" as a data link between the recited 
first and second gaming machines. Appropriate correction is required. 

5. Claim 39 recites the limitation "one of the wired connections is a fiber optic 
connection." There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
Applicant appears to have intended claim 39 to depend from claim 38 (as opposed to 
depending from claim 27, as is the current recitation). For the purposes of this 
examination, the examiner will interpret claim 39 as depending from claim 38. 
Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 27, 28, 38-40, 42, 45-51, 53, and 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over U.S. 5,762,552 to Vuong et al. (hereinafter Vuong) in view 
of U.S. 5,971,855 to Ng (hereinafter Ng). 

Regarding claims 27 and 46: 

Vuong discloses a gaming machine comprising a housing, a master gaming 
controller, a display, one or more input devices coupled to a housing for accepting 
indicia of credit wherein the indicia of credit are for making wagers on the game played 
on the gaming machine, a communication interface connected to a network of gaming 
machines (see at least 3:30-40 and 4:6-19), wherein the gaming machine is capable of 
providing one or more game services (the gaming machine acting as the server 
receiving play information and sending outcomes to each of the gaming machines), 
including sending game information to a plurality of gaming machines within the network 
of gaming machines and wherein the gaming machine is capable of sending a first 
game information to a second gaming machine in a network wherein the second game 
receives the first game information and wherein the first game played on the second 
gaming machine comprises: receiving a wager on a first game outcome for the first 
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game, generating the first game outcome of the first game on the second gaming 
machine and displaying the first game outcome. 

Vuong does not appear to specifically disclose the game information being 
downloadable game software and a memory for storing downloadable game software. 
However, Ng discloses a system wherein downloadable game software is used to 
update the game state of clients participating in the game (see at least abstract, 3:34- 
45, 8:31-44) in order to permit for the efficient and reliable sharing of software data and 
to further permit ad hoc entry and exit of the participating clients (2:47-51), wherein the 
distributed gaming information (such as the cards distributed to the players) are 
dependent upon an accurate count of the players at the participating client gaming 
machines. Vuong and Ng are clearly analogous since both refer to electronic network 
games and require updating in order to ensure a proper game outcome. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
incorporate a system using downloadable game software, as described by Ng, into the 
gaming system of Vuong in order to permit for the efficient and reliable sharing of 
application data and to further permit ad hoc entry and exit of the application clients in a 
gaming environment. 

Regarding claims 28, 40, and 47-49, Vuong teaches an embodiment of his 
invention that allows players to play keno (see at least and 4:20-31). 

Regarding claims 38 and 50, Vuong teaches that gaming machines may 
communicate over wired or wireless networks (see at least 5:24-35 and 7:57-61). 
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Regarding claims 39 and 51 , Vuong teaches that any of fiber optic cable, 
shielded coaxial, or paired cable capable of high-speed simultaneous transmission of 
digital communications may be used in his system (see at least 7:50-65). Therefore, 
providing a network comprising fiber optic communication is anticipated by the prior art. 

Claims 45 and 56 are directed toward a communications network that is part of a 
progressive game network, a casino area network, or a bonus game network. Vuong 
teaches that gaming machines may be contained within the casino (i.e. "casino floor"), 
which is analogous to applicants limitation of a casino area network (see at least 3:45- 
50). 

Regarding claims 42 and 53, Ng teaches that in addition to game software 
updates, players may "unlock hidden features" of a game (see at least abstract). Since 
the "unlocking" represents a change in software settings, applicant's limitation of 
receiving software settings is anticipated by the prior art. Furthermore, the execution of 
game software would be affected by the new settings, thus applicant's limitation of 
executing the game software using the software settings is also anticipated by the prior 
art. 

8. Claims 41, 43, 44, 52, 54, and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vuong in view of Ng, and in further view of U.S. 5,836,817 to Acres 
et al. (hereinafter Acres). 

Regarding claims 44 and 55: 

The combination of Vuong and Ng teaches the gaming system described above. 
The combination of Vuong and Ng appears to lack explicitly disclosing that hardware 
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settings are transferred between gaming machines. However, Acres teaches an 
analogous gaming system that allows for updating of software and hardware settings. 
Acres teaches that automating methods for altering under utilized gaming devices' 
configurations may make them more attractive to play, and that by automating the 
changes, there is no need to utilize an attendant to perform the changes manually. See 
at least the abstract and columns 3 and 27-30. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the gaming system 
taught by Vuong and Ng collectively, in order to automate modifications to gaming 
system hardware, in order to make gaming devices more attractive to players and to 
save time and resources by automating the process, as taught by Acres. 

Regarding claims 43 and 54, Acres teaches that pay tables may be altered 
according to state regulatory guidelines (see at least column 6). 

Regarding claims 41 and 52, Acres teaches that progressive and bonus games 
may be played on his system (see at least column 6). 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-26 and 29-37 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the claim cancellations and/or new grounds of 
rejection. 

10. Applicant's arguments filed 4/28/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Regarding claims 27 and 28, applicant contends that Vuong in view of 
Ng does not teach that the software of Ng is "executable software." In support of this 
argument, applicant alleges that the electronically erasable programmable read only 
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memory (EEPROM) is difficult and slow to program and that re-programming is not 
likely to be performed on an inexpensive handheld device. Regardless, such 
allegations do not make a convincing argument that programming of EEPROM is 
impossible. Indeed, as indicated by the name, the memory is capable of being 
programmed and re-programmed, and thus one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention would understand how to perform the necessary operations to update devices 
employing EEPROM. Furthermore, Ng states, "The preprogrammed game is stored on 
a memory, usually an electrically erasable programmable memory" (emphasis added, 
see at least 2:20-25). Therefore, Ng does not restrict the type of memory to an 
EEPROM, but rather presents such memory in one embodiment of the invention. 

Applicant contends that the hand-held gaming device in Ng is not capable on its 
own of communicating what is termed "upgrades or modifications" by Ng to another 
hand-held gaming device. However, the examiner notes that direct communication 
between game devices is contemplated in Ng. For example, Ng states, "By being able 
to link their electronic game apparatuses to other electronic systems, including a 
Website and other electronic game apparatuses, users will receive increased benefit 
and enjoyment from their electronic game apparatuses" (see at least abstract). Thus, 
direct communication is within the scope of Ng. 

The examiner notes that applicant's claims do not dictate that gaming software, 
updates, etc. originate from any one gaming device. Indeed, applicant's claims are 
directed toward transmitting gaming information from one gaming device to another via 
a communications link. There is no limitation in the claims that would preclude such 
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information being transmitted from one gaming device to another via an intermediary 
device, such as a server or host PC. Therefore, applicant's claimed limitations are 
anticipated by the prior art. 

Citation of Pertinent Prior Art 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. U.S. 6,009,458 to Hawkins et al. teaches networked computer 
game system with persistent playing objects. Hawkins further teaches that different 
network embodiments (e.g. peer-to-peer, client/server, etc.) may be interchanged as a 
matter of design choice (see at least figures 1 and 2 and corresponding discussion). 

Conclusion 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William H. McCulloch Jr. whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-2818. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Jones can be reached on (571) 272-4438. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




William H. McCulloch Jr. 
Examiner 
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